MARBURY V. MaDisow (1802)

TS CASE STARTED WTH A JUDICIAL APPONTIVENT FOR A MAN NAMED \WLLIAM ARBURY. THE APPONTMENT WAS MADE BY JOWN ADAMS AT THE VERY END
OF HIS PRESDENCY. HE FILLED ALL THE JUDGE POSITIONS THAT WERE OPEN \WTH PEOPLE HE THOUGHT SHARED HIS POLITICAL BELIEFS, SO THAT EVEN WHEN
HE WAS NOT PRESDENT AMMORE. HIS PARTY (THE FEDERALISTS) WOULD HAVE QONTROL OVER THE ADICIRY

THE LAW THAT ALLOWED ADAVS TO MEKE THIS APPONTVENT WIAS THE JUDICIRY ACT OF 789, PASSED BY CONGRESS,  THERE WIAS SUPPOSED TO BE A
|ETTER DELNERED TO MIRBURY TELLNG HM ABOUT HIS JUDICIAL JOB AND MAKG HIS APPONTMENT OFFICIAL, - MARBURY'S APPOINTMENT LETTER, HOW-
EVER DID NOT GET DELVERED TO HM BEFORE ADAVS PRESDENCY WAS OVER. A NEW PRESDENT, THOMES' JEFFERSON TOOK OVER. HE DID NOT CONSDER
THE APPONTMENT OF MERBURY VALD BECALSE THE LETTER WAS NEVER DELVERED.

MARBURY KEPT \IATTNG FOR HIS JUDICIAL APPONTMENT T NEVER CAVE. FINALLY WE APPEALED TO THE SUPREVE QOURT. HE CLAMED THAT THE SUPREME
OOURT HAD THE POWER UNDER THE JUDICIRY ACT (PASSED BY OONGRESS) TO ORDER THE SECRETARY OF STATE MIDISON, TO GVE HM HS APPONT-
MENT. THE SUPREME COURT HAD TO DECIDE IF MARBURY SHOULD GET HIS APPONTVENT - CHEF JUSTICE JOHN MARSHALL WROTE THE COURT'S DECH
SION. THE DECISION SAD THAT MARBURY HAD A RGHT TO HS JUDICIAL APPONTMENT . THE QOURT ALSO SAD THAT THEY OOULD NOT GIVE MIRBURY HIS
APPONTMENT BECAUSE THE FEDERAL LAW PASSED BY CONGRESS WIAS IN OONFLICT \ITH THE CONSTITUTION, THUS T WAS UNCONSTITUTIONAL

CHEF JUSTICE JORN MARSHALL SAD [T IS EVPHATICALLY THE PROVINCE AND DUTY OF THE JUDICIL DEPARTVENT TO SAY WHAT THE LAW IS THS CAGE
DD WO VERY IMPORTANT THNGS, T CLARFIED THAT THE CONSTITUTION WAS THE "SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND" AND THAT IT WAS THE COLRT'S JOB TO
INTERPRET THE VEANNG OF THE CONSTITUTION,



